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EXAMINERS ANSWER 



This is in response to the appeal brief filed 18 October 2007 appealing from the Office action 
mailed 22 May 2007. 



Application/Control Number: 10/750,402 Page 2 

Art Unit: 3761 

(1) Real Party in Interest 

A statement identifying by name the real party in interest is contained in the brief. 

The examiner is not aware of any related appeals, interferences, or judicial proceedings 
which will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the Board's decision in 
the pending appeal. 

(3) Status of Claims 

The statement of the status of claims contained in the brief is correct. 

(4) Status of Amendments After Final 

The appellant's statement of the status of amendments after final rejection contained in 
the brief is correct. 

(5) Summary of Claimed Subject Matter 

The summary of claimed subject matter contained in the brief is correct. 

(6) Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal 

The appellant's statement of the grounds of rejection to be reviewed on appeal is 
substantially correct. The changes are as follows: 

Ground 2: In view of the Terminal Disclaimer filed on June 14, 2007 and approved on 
June 22, 2007, the provisional rejection of claims 34, 38-39, 43-45, and 48-51, under the 
judicially created doctrine of obvious-type double patenting over claims 1-45 of copending 
Application No. 10/749,761, is withdrawn by the examiner. 
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